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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (during
the vote). There are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

0 1911

Messrs. HASTINGS of Florida and
CROWLEY changed their vote from
“‘aye’ to ‘“no.”

So (two-thirds not being in the af-
firmative) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

———

PERSONAL EXPLANATION

Mr. BRALEY of lowa. Mr. Speaker, | regret
missing floor votes on Tuesday, May 31,
2011. Had | registered my vote, | would have
voted:

“Yea” on rollcall 377, On motion to suspend
the rules and pass H.R. 1484—Veterans Ap-
peals Improvement Act, as amended;

“Yea” on rollcall 378, On motion to suspend
the rules and pass S. 1082—Small Business
Temporary Extension Act of 2011;

“Nay” on rollcall 379, On motion to suspend
the rules and pass H.R. 1954—Debt Limit Ex-
tension.

———

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair
will postpone further proceedings
today on the motion to suspend the
rules on which a recorded vote or the
yeas and nays are ordered, or on which
the vote incurs objection under clause
6 of rule XX.

Any record vote on the postponed
question will be taken later.

RENEWING AUTHORITY FOR
STATE CHILD WELFARE DEM-
ONSTRATION PROGRAMS

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and
pass the bill (H.R. 1194) to renew the
authority of the Secretary of Health
and Human Services to approve dem-
onstration projects designed to test in-
novative strategies in State child wel-
fare programs.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The text of the bill is as follows:

H.R. 1194

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled,

SECTION 1. RENEWAL OF AUTHORITY TO AP-
PROVE DEMONSTRATION PROJECTS
DESIGNED TO TEST INNOVATIVE
STRATEGIES IN STATE CHILD WEL-
FARE PROGRAMS.

Section 1130 of the Social Security Act (42
U.S.C. 13202-9) is amended—

(1) in subsection (a)—

(A) in paragraph (2), by striking 1998
through 2003 and inserting ‘2011 through
2016”’;

(B) in paragraph (3)—

(i) in subparagraph (A), by inserting ‘‘or
kinship guardianship” after ‘‘placements’;

(ii) in subparagraph (C), by striking ‘‘ad-
dress kinship care’ and inserting ‘‘provide
early intervention and crisis intervention
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services that safely reduce out-of-home
placements and improve child outcomes’’;
and

(iii) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (D) and inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following:

‘“(C) If an appropriate application therefor
is submitted, the Secretary shall consider
authorizing a demonstration project which is
designed to identify and address domestic vi-
olence that endangers children and results in
the placement of children in foster care.”’;

(C) in paragraph (4), by inserting ‘‘or Kkin-
ship guardianship’ after ‘“‘assistance’’; and

(D) in paragraph (5), by inserting ‘‘and the
ability of the State to implement a correc-
tive action approved under section 1123A”’
before the period;

(2) in subsection (e)—

(A) by striking ‘“‘and’ at the end of para-
graph (6);

(B) by striking the period at the end of
paragraph (7) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and

(C) by adding at the end the following:

‘“(8) an accounting of any additional Fed-
eral, State, local, and private investments
(other than those with respect to which
matching funds were provided under part B
or E of title IV) made, during the 2 fiscal
years preceding the application to provide
the services described in paragraph (1), and
an assurance that the State will provide an
accounting of that same spending for each
year of an approved demonstration project.”’;

(3) in subsection (f)(1)—

(A) in subparagraph (B), by striking ¢
and’ and inserting ‘‘, including all children
and families under the project who come to
the attention of the State’s child welfare
program, either through a report of abuse or
neglect or through the provision of services
described in subsection (e)(1) to the child or
family;”’; and

(B) by redesignating subparagraph (C) as
subparagraph (D) and inserting after sub-
paragraph (B) the following:

‘“(C) a comparison of the amounts of Fed-
eral, State, local and private investments in
the services described in subsection (e)(1), by
service type, with the amount of the invest-
ments during the period of the demonstra-
tion project; and’’; and

(4) by adding at the end the following:

“(h) INDIAN TRIBES CONSIDERED STATES.—
An Indian tribe (as defined in section
479B(a)) shall be considered a State for pur-
poses of this section.”.

SEC. 2. BUDGETARY EFFECTS.

The budgetary effects of this Act, for the
purpose of complying with the Statutory
Pay-As-You-Go Act of 2010, shall be deter-
mined by reference to the latest statement
titled ‘‘Budgetary Effects of PAYGO Legisla-
tion” for this Act, submitted for printing in
the Congressional Record by the Chairman of
the House Budget Committee, provided that
such statement has been submitted prior to
the vote on passage.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Kentucky (Mr. DAVIS) and the gen-
tleman from Washington (Mr.
MCDERMOTT) each will control 20 min-
utes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Kentucky.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. I ask unani-
mous consent that all Members have 5
legislative days within which to revise
and extend their remarks and to in-
clude extraneous material on the sub-
ject of the bill under consideration.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Kentucky?
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There was no objection.

Mr. DAVIS of Kentucky. Mr. Speak-
er, I yield myself such time as I may
consume.

I rise tonight in support of H.R. 1194,
a bill to extend the child welfare waiv-
er authority for States.

This bill will allow States to test in-
novative approaches to improve the
way we protect children from abuse
and neglect. In doing so, it extends au-
thority that was in place between 1994
and 2006 but has since lapsed.

Since 2006, the Department of Health
and Human Services has not had the
authority to approve new efforts by
States to test better ways of helping
children at risk of abuse or neglect.
The bill before us today would simply
allow HHS to approve new waivers once
again so States can test new ways of
better serving children and families.

As the current chairman of the Ways
and Means Human Resources Sub-
committee, which has jurisdiction over
child welfare programs, I'm pleased to
cosponsor this legislation with my
friend, Mr. MCDERMOTT, a current
member of the subcommittee, as well
as its prior chairman.

The Human Resources Subcommittee
held a hearing on child welfare waivers
last year, which showed the value of
State flexibility in this area. Since
1994, 23 States have run waiver pro-
grams that helped inform the child
welfare policy debate and, more impor-
tantly, improve the lives of children
and families. Seven States have been
granted extensions and have continued
their waiver programs approved before
2006. This bipartisan bill before us
today will allow such current waiver
programs to continue, while impor-
tantly providing the Secretary of HHS
with authority to approve up to 10 new
waivers a year.

The bill before us is identical to leg-
islation the House approved unani-
mously on September 23, 2010. However,
the Senate did not act on that legisla-
tion before conclusion of the last Con-
gress.

This bill is supported by the National
Conference of State Legislatures, as
well as groups active in promoting ef-
fective child welfare programs.

I would like to insert in the RECORD
following my remarks copies of their
letters in support of H.R. 1194.

HEspecially in challenging financial
times, we must be sure that taxpayer
dollars are well spent. The original 1994
law required rigorous evaluations of
each waiver program, and this bill con-
tinues that requirement. This means
States will have the flexibility to test
new ideas, but the American people and
the Congress will know if these ideas
have made a difference. And because
these waiver programs must be cost
neutral to be approved in the first
place, the Congressional Budget Office
has assured us that this legislation as a
whole is cost neutral.

I would like to include the CBO anal-
ysis to that effect in the RECORD as
well.
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